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FALLOUT  HEARINGS 


On  May  27  the  Special  Subcommittee  on  Radiation  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy  opened  seven  days  of 
hearings  on  “The  Nature  of  Radioactive  Fallout  and  Its  Effects 
on  Man.”  The  purpose  of  the  hearings  was  “to  bring  together 
in  one  form  competent  scientific  opinion  on  the  various  major 
aspects  of  the  fallout  problem.”  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  Representative  Chet  Holifield  of  California. 

Evaluation  of  Hearings.  In  assessing  the  results  of  the 
hearings,  Warren  I  nna  of  the  Washington  Post  and  Times 
Herald  said:  “All  in  all,  the  Holifield  hearings  were  salutary 
because  they  produced  vital  information — even  if  some  of  it 
was  contradictory — for  the  public  concerning  its  own  welfare.” 

Martin  S.  Hayden  of  The  Evening  Star  (Washington),  com¬ 
mented:  “.  .  .  the  hard-working  Joint  Congressional  Committee 
has  collected  a  mass  of  pure  scientific  data  probably  never 
equaled  by  a  congressional  unit.” 

Some  Results  of  the  Hearings.  The  top-flight  physicists, 
meteorologists,  geneticists  and  pathologists  who  appeared  be¬ 
fore  the  Subcommittee  offered  testimony  covering  almost  every 
aspect  of  the  fallout  problem.  They  disagreed  on  some  matters. 
They  were  uncertain  on  many  others.  But  from  their  testi¬ 
monies  emerged  certain  facts  of  great  significance: 

•  There  must  be  continued  and  expanded  research  in  this  area 
where  so  little  is  yet  known. 

•  •  Radiation  from  testing  which  has  totaled  SO  megatons* 
(luring  the  last  five  years  is  a  small  per  cent  of  the  radiation 
from  natural  causes,  such  as  cosmic  radiation,  radioactivity 
in  earth  and  rocks,  and  man-made  radiation  from  diagnostic 
medical  and  dental  work. 

[*A  megaton  is  the  equivalent  of  one  million  tons  of  TNT] 

•••  Radiation  can  be  dangerous,  even  in  small  amounts.  This 
is  particularly  true  of  genetic  danger,  that  is,  harm  to  the 
descendants  of  persons  who  have  been  exposed  to  radiation. 

••••  The  amount  of  danger  from  bomb  tests  already  made 
is  not  clear.  Columnist  Stewart  Alsop  said  on  this  point: 

“How  great  is  this  danger?  Here  the  nuclear  fog  settles 
thickly  in.  But  the  answer  again  depends  in  part  on  whether 
you  consider  the  danger  in  statistical  or  human  terms.  .  .  . 

“In  statistical  terms  it  is  negligible,  since  even  ‘hundreds  of 
thousands’  of  bahies-to-be  make  up  a  negligible  fraction  of 


the  tens  of  millions  yet  unborn.  .  .  .  But  again,  in  human 
terms,  even  a  few  thousand  babies,  let  alone  ‘millions,’  is 
undoubtedly  a  lot  of  babies.” — (Washington  Post  and  Times 
Herald,  June  14,  1957). 

•  ••••  The  danger,  whatever  its  magnitude,  is  world-wide, 
for  radioactive  debris  from  tests  is  distributed  on  a  global 
basis,  although  the  fallout  is  not  necessarily  uniform  throughout 
the  world. 

Walter  Lippmann  has  spoken  to  this  point: 

“If  only  the  people  of  the  three  nuclear  powers  were  liable 
to  the  harm,  the  decision  could  be  made  cold-bloodedly  that 
this  is  a  price  that  must  be  paid  for  security.  But  when  all 
the  other  nations  are  liable  to  the  same  harm,  we  have  no 
right,  without  their  consent,  to  impose  the  risk  upon  them.” 
(Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald,  June  13,  1957). 

•  •••••  If  the  Big  Three  nuclear  powers — The  United  King¬ 
dom,  the  IJ.S.S.R.,  and  the  United  States — do  not  stop  testing 
it  is  to  be  expected  that  other  nations  will  .soon  be  testing 
weapons.  In  other  words,  it  is  unrealistic  to  expect  the  present 
rate  of  testing  to  continue.  Danger,  therefore,  must  be  eval¬ 
uated  in  the  light  of  what  the  rate  is  likely  to  be  if  and  when 
other  countries  join  the  nuclear  arms  race. 

•  ••••••  Apparently  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  clean  homh. 

Warren  I  nna  said  on  this  point: 

“The  Hearings  also  put  the  kibosh  on  the  term  ‘clean  bomb.’ 
The  AEG  has  used  it  to  describe  a  relatively  fallout-free 
bomb  and  speechmakers  have  twisted  it  to  connote  some  sort 
of  humanitarian  city-huster.”  (Washington  Post  and  Times 
Herald,  June  16,  1957). 

Congressman  Chet  Holifield  said  on  this  matter:  “Therefore 
the  conclusion  we  can  reach  is  that  there  is  a  dirty  bomb 
and  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  clean  homh,”  while  Dr.  Alvin 
C.  Graves,  chief  of  the  Los  Alamos  test  program  declared, 
“There  are  dirtier  bombs  and  some  that  are  less  dirty.” 


Senator  Clinton  P.  Anderson  of  New  Mexico  on  the  effects  of  fallout 
said:  "It  is  like  erosion.  ...  If  you  go  out  and  look  at  the  field, 
you  will  say,  'We  do  not  have  to  worry  about  runoff  at  the  present 
time.  It  is  not  doing  anything  but  dipping  a  little  bit.'  And  then 
it  dips  a  little  more,  and  finally  you  have  a  gully.  We  are  interested 
in  what  happens  SO  years  from  now." 
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THE  BOMB  AND  FUTURE  GENERATIONS 

Possibly  the  most  significant  testimony  at  the  hearings  came 
from  geneticists.  Particularly  striking  was  their  concern  for 
descendants  30  to  50  generations  hence.  Certainly  hero-  was  a 
sense  of  stewardship  of  a  high  order.  In  this  spirit,  Dr.  H. 
Bentley  Glass  of  Johns  Hopkins  University  said,  with  scientific 
restraint: 

“We  know  there  is  a  genetic  hazard.  We  don’t  know  the 
exact  amount.  We  think  it  is  better  to  overestimate  and  play 
it  safe  than  to  undere.stimate  and  wreak  irreparable  havoc.” 

The  basic  findings  of  geneticists  were  presented  by  Dr.  James  F. 
Crow  of  the  I  niversit''  of  Wisconsin: 

1.  “All  high  energy  radiations  increase  the  rate  of  mutation.” 
By  mutation  is  meant  change  in  the  hereditary  material 

passed  on  from  parent  to  offspring. 

2.  “Almost  all  mutations  that  have  been  studied  are  harmful.” 
Such  mutations  affect  fertility,  longevity  and  general  sus¬ 
ceptibility  to  disease. 

3.  The  typical  mutation  is  not  a  “gross  freak,”  but  is  a  slight 
impairment.  For  this  very  reason  it  is  important.  The 

mutations  of  a  serious  nature  are  eliminated  in  a  few  genera¬ 
tions,  i.e.,  those  inheriting  them  become  infertile  or  otherwise 
die  out  by  natural  selection.  But  minor  mutations  persist  for 
generations  and  “.  .  .  most  of  the  mutational  damage  in  a 
|>opulation  is  due  to  the  accumulation  of  individually  minor 
effects.” 

A.  “Kvidence  from  experimental  animals  .  .  .  indicates  that 
the  number  of  mutations  produced  is  strictly  proportional 
to  the  amount  of  radiation  received.”  Since  an  increase  in 
radiation  means  an  increase  in  mutations.  Dr.  Crow  concludes: 
“This  means  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  ‘safe’  dose  of 
radiation  to  the  population.”  He  says  further: 

“In  my  opinion,  even  one  unnecessary  individual  tragedv  is 
too  manv,  and  no  increase  in  radiation  for  any  reason  should 
occur  unless  it  offers  s<tine  compensating  benefit  for  man¬ 
kind.” 

MORAL  DECISION 

l  Itimatelv.  as  the  Radiation  Hazards  Committee  of  the  Fed¬ 
eration  of  American  .Scientists  states,  “arguments  for  or 
against  the  banning  of  nuclear  weapons  tests  must  be  based 
primarily  «)n  moral  grounds  and  on  considerations  of  inter¬ 
national  affairs,  and  not  purely  on  a  scientific  evaluation  of 
the  radiation  hazards.” 

Moral  and  scientific  judgment,  however,  are  not  necessarily 
exclusive.  Dr.  A.  H.  Sturtevant  of  California  Institute  of  Tech¬ 
nology  and  member  of  the  National  Academy  of  Sciences  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  (ienetic  Effects  of  Atomic  Radiation  told  the 
Holifield  Subcommittee: 

“.  .  .  every  bomb  test  adds  ,to  the  biological  hazard.  It 
follows  that  the  most  effective  way  to  reduce  future  hazards 
would  be  not  to  test  anv  more  bombs.” 

That  is  a  statement  eminently  simple.  It  is  also  a  statement 
that  seems  to  represent  scientific  and  moral  judgment  of  a 
high  order. 


Dr.  Ratph  Sockman,  of  Christ  Church,  Mathedist,  New  York,  said  on 
JiMte  23:  "We  were  the  first  to  use  atomic  weapons.  Let  us  now  be 
the  first  to  take  a  step  toward  their  discontinuance."  He  said  further 
that  the  pulpits  of  America  had  been  "woefully  silent  on  one  of  the 
crucial  issues  of  our  time." 


“Look,  Lady — You  Don’t  See  Me  Worrying' 


OTC  MEMBERSHIP 


ll  seems  unlikely  that  this  session  of  Congress  will  approve 
United  States  membership  in  the  Organization  for  Trade  Co¬ 
operation  (see  May  1957  ISewsletter) .  No  bill  has  been  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  Senate.  Two  identical  bills,  H.  R.  6630  and  H.  R. 
6631.  providing  for  membership  have  been  introduced  in  the 
House,  but  no  hearings  have  been  scheduled  by  the  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  Chairman  Jere  Cooper  is 
said  to  be  unwilling  to  report  the  bill  out  with  less  than  a 
majority  of  the  Republican  members  of  the  committee  in 
favor  of  it. 

There  are  enough  favorable  votes  to  report  the  bill  out  of  the 
House  committee,  but  supporters  believe  that  at  present  the 
bill  could  not  pass  the  full  House. 

The  Administration  has  been  urging  United  States  participation 
in  OTC.  On  June  14  President  Eisenhower  told  a  group  sup¬ 
porting  I  nited  States  membership  that  it  was  “almost  ridicu¬ 
lous”  that  the  United  States  did  not  join.  Many  supporters, 
moreover,  fear  that  postponing  the  question  of  OTC  member¬ 
ship  until  next  year,  when  the  Reciprocal  Trade  Agreements 
Act  will  be  up  for  extension,  will  make  passage  of  both  more 
difficult. 


In  the  words  of  the  United  States  Council  of  the  International 
Chamber  of  Commerce:  “.  .  .  the  real  issue  in  the  controversy 
over  the  OTC  is  whether  or  not  the  United  Stales  will  continue 
to  furnish  strength  and  leadership  to  a  workable  system  of 
international  cooperation.” 
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BRIEF  SUMMARY  OF  LEGISLATION  AND  OTHER  DEVELOPMENTS 


Atoms  for  Peace 


Exchange  of 
Persons 


The  Senate  on  June  18  voted  67-19  its  consent  to  ratification  of  the  Statute  of  the  International  Atomic 
Energy  Agency.  Most  opponents  .of  the  treaty  were  satisfied  by  an  “understanding”  written  into  the 
resolution  that  United  States  membership  would  automatically  end  if  two-thirds  of  the  member  nations 
approved  an  amendment  which  the  Senate  rejected. 

The  amount  approved  for  the  State  Department’s  exchange  of  persons  program  (see  June  1957  News¬ 
letter)  was  $20,800,000.  This  is  an  increase  over  the  House  appropriation  of  $17,575,000,  and  is  slightly 
more  than  the  amount  appropriated  last  year.  The  Administration  had  requested  $30,000,000. 


Federal  Aid  to 
Education 


Indian  Health 


House  Approves  The  House  has  accepted,  122-43,  the  Administration’s  request  for  $1  million  to  begin  construction  of 

U.S.  Treaty  the  Kinzua  Dam  on  the  Allegheny  River  (H.R.  8090).  The  construction  of  this  project  will  flood  Seneca 

V  iolation  lands  and  violate  Seneca  treaty  rights.  In  1794  the  Senecas  were  assured  that  they  would  retain  their 

lands  “As  long  as  the  moon  rises,  the  river  flows,  the  grass  is  green  and  the  sun  shines.” 

^  H.R.  8090  is  now  being  considered  by  the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee.  Write  to  your  Sena- 
W  tors  or  to  Chairman  Carl  Hayden.  Now  is  the  time  to  act  on  this  question. 

Immigration  The  Judiciary  Committees  of  House  and  Senate  have  not  acted  on  the  various  immigration  proposals 

which  have  been  before  them  since  early  1957.  (see  March  1957  Newsletter) .  There  is  some  feeling, 
however,  that  a  limited  bill,  H.R.  8123,  introduced  by  Representative  Francis  E.  Walter,  Pennsylvania, 
on  June  13,  may  receive  favorable  consideration  by  Congress.  This  bill  incorporates  certain  “humani¬ 
tarian”  features  of  the  President’s  program  but  unfortunately  does  not  liberalize  the  basic  immigration 
quotas  or  grant  permanent  residence  to  the  Hungarian  refugees. 

Federal  Aid  to  The  House  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor  has  reported  an  amended  version  of  H.R.  1.  This  is 

Education  now  pending  before  the  House  Rules  Committee  and  provides  for  grants-in-aid  to  the  states  totalling 

$300  million  a  year  for  five  years.  Half  of  this  amount  is  to  be  distributed  on  the  basis  of  the  number 
of  school  children  in  the  state,  the  other  half  will  be  distributed  in  accordance  with  a  formula  taking 
per  capita  income  of  the  states  into  consideration.  No  hearings  on  Federal  funds  for  school  construc¬ 
tion  have  been  scheduled  in  the  Senate  Education  and  Labor  Committee. 

Indian  Health  The  Senate  has  restored  part  of  the  funds  cut  by  the  House  from  the  Administration’s  budget  for 
Indian  Health  Activities  for  fiscal  1958  I  H.R.  6287).  The  Administration  asked  for  $44  million;  the 
House  appropriated  $40  million;  the  Senate  allowed  $42.5  million.  If  the  House  figure  is  accepted,  the 
Public  Health  Service  will  be  forced  to  cut  its  program.  The  .Senate  appropriation,  on  the  other  hand, 
allows  $939,000  for  new  projects. 

The  Senate  has  sustained  the  House  allowance  for  construction  of  facilities,  an  allowance  of  slightly 
over  $3  million  compared  with  a  request  for  $5.8  million.  The  Committee  which  handled  the  bill 

noted  that  the  Government  has  not  used  previously  appropriated  funds.  The  Committee  pointed  out 

that  the  need  for  at  least  two  of  the  new  hospitals  which  were  “deferred”  in  the  name  of  economy  is 
“unquestioned  and  great.”  (see  May  1957  Newsletter) . 

The  economy  drive  has  also  stalled  further  action  on  bills  (H.R.  246,  H.R.  2894,  S.  1498)  to  authorize 
desperately  needed  Indian  sanitation  facilities.  Readers  who  are  interested  in  Indian  health  problems 
may  wish  to  write  their  Congressmen  for  a  copy  of  a  344-page  report  on  Health  Services  for  American 
Indians,  by  the  Public  Health  Service. 

Significant  The  Supreme  Court  has  recently  handed  down  a  series  of  landmark  decisions  reaffirming  the  rights  of 

Decision  individuals  and  limiting  certain  actions  of  the  Executive  and  Legislative  branches  of  government. 

On  June  18,  for  example,  the  Court  held  that  John  T.  Watkins  could  not  be  convicted  for  refusing 
before  tbe  House  Ln-American  Activities  Committee  to  answer  certain  questions  on  grounds  he  thought 
them  outside  the  proper  scope  of  the  Committee’s  activities.  He  agreed  to  “answer  any  questions  which 
this  committee  puts  to  me  about  myself”  and  about  persons  he  believes  now  to  be  Communists.  But  he 
refused  to  answer  about  persons  who  once  may  have  been  Communists  but  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge 
had  long  since  removed  themselves  from  the  Communist  movement. 

Chief  Justice  Earl  Warren  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  Court  and  said  in  part:  “.  .  .  there  is  no  con¬ 
gressional  power  to  expose  for  the  sake  of  exposure.  The  public  is,  of  course,  entitled  to  be  informed 
concerning  the  workings  of  its  Government.  That  cannot  be  inflated  into  a  general  power  to  expose 
where  the  predominant  result  can  only  be  an  invasion  of  the  private  rights  of  individuals.” 

COMING  SOON!  ★  ★  ★  SPECIAL  DISARMAMENT  NEWSLETTER  ★  ★  ★  COMING  SOON! 


Significant 

Decision 


to  help  you  understand  and  evaluate  the  current  newspaper  headlines  on  disarmament. 
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THE  TIDE  OF  HISTORY 

In  opening  debate  on  the  civil  rights  bill,  H.R.  6127,  on  June  6, 
Representative  Emanuel  Celler  warned  his  colleagues  that  “we 
can  no  longer  .  .  .  preserve  segregation  against  the  tide  of 
history.”  Thirteen  days  later  the  House  bowed  to  the  tide, 

2a6-126. 

Much  of  the  intervening  debate  centered  about  a  proposed 
amendment  providing  trial  by  jury  for  persons  violating  court 
orders  intended  to  protect  voting  and  other  rights  of  United 
States  citizens. 

Civil  rights  proponents  maintained  that  trial  by  jury  is  most 
uncommon  in  contempt  proceedings  and  that  the  insertion  of 
such  a  clause  in  H.R.  6127  would  undermine  the  authority  of 
the  Federal  courts.  Furthermore,  the  proposed  amendment 
would  negate  the  provisions  on  voting  rights:  juries  chosen 
under  H.R.  6127  would  probably  not  be  representative  since 
most  jurors  are  drawn  from  among  those  who  are  eligible  to 
vote,  and  many  Negroes  are  not  on  the  voting  lists.  In  addition, 
those  chosen  for  jury  duty  would  have  difficulty  in  exercising 
fair  judgment  in  civil  rights  cases  which  would  probably  be 
tried  in  an  atmosphere  of  tension. 

Two  attempts  to  add  the  jury  trial  amendment  were  rejected, 
196-167  and  16.'1-141.  A  subsequent  proposal  to  recommit  the 
bill  and  incorporate  the  proposed  amendment  was  also  rejected, 
2.SMo«. 

H.R.  6127  has  now  been  placed  on  the  Senate  calendar  and  is 
expected  to  be  debated  in  July.  Under  normal  procedure,  the 
bill  would  have  been  referred  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit¬ 
tee.  That  Committee,  however,  has  kept  comparable  legislation 
bottled  up  for  the  past  five  months,  and  Senate  supporters  of 
civil  rights  objected  to  committing  the  House  bill  to  such  a  fate. 
The  Senate  sustained  their  objection  on  June  20  by  a  vote  of 
4.5-39  and  thus  placed  H.R.  6127  on  the  calendar  where  it  can 
be  called  up  for  debate  by  a  majority  vote. 

I  rge  your  Senator  to  support  H.R.  6127  without  crippling 
amendments. 


_  Page^ 

MUTUAL  SECURITY 

On  June  14  the  Senate  approved  by  a  57-25  vote,  S.  2130,  thi 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1957.  This  measure,  which  authorize! 
Congress  to  appropriate  funds  for  foreign  aid,  still  must  paa 
the  House.  Then  both  Houses  will  vote  on  actual  appropriations 

The  Senate  cut  S227.3  million  from  the  $3,864.4  million  Ad 
ministration  proposal.  (.$200  million  is  from  military  assist 
ance  and  defense  support  I .  The  Senate  rejected  the  President’! 
request  for  a  continuing  authorization  for  all  foreign  aid  pro 
grams,  but  voted  a  two-year  authorization  for  military  assist 
ance. 

During  the  debate  several  Senators  criticized  the  over -emphasis 
on  military  aid:  “.  .  .  94  percent  of  the  assistance  program  for 
the  Far  East  is  in  the  form  of  military  assistance  and  defense 
support  .  .  .  this  is  not  a  proper  balance.” — Senator  J.  W.  Ful- 
bright.  •  “I  have  been  .  . .  disturbed  over  the  overwhelming 
priority  which  has  been  given  to  .  .  .  purely  military  pro¬ 
grams.  . .” — Senator  Richard  L.  Neuberger.  •  “I  am  trying  to 
emphasize  the  fact  that  in  Colorado  the  people  are  more  inter¬ 
ested  in  technical  assistance  and  economic  assistance  than  .they 
are  in  military  assistance  .  .  .  The  question  I  raise  is.  Are  we 
out  of  balance  with  the  military  hardware?” — Senator  John  A. 
Carroll.  •  Senator  Wayne  Morse  in  turn  criticized  the  use  of 
military  aid  to  consolidate  the  position  of  totalitarian  govern¬ 
ments. 

FCNL  is  concerned  over  the  possibility  of  a  cut  in  the  contri¬ 
bution  to  the  UN  Technical  Assistance  program.  Last  year 
Congress  ordered  the  current  contribution  of  approximately 
49Vf  of  the  UN  budget  reduced  to  33  1  3'/f  in  fiscal  1958. 
The  Administration  has  asked  that  this  1958  contribution  be 
set  at  45'/^ .  S.  2130  provides  a  sliding  scale  of  45'/(  in  1958, 
38Vf  in  19.59,  and  33  l  '3'/f  in  1960.  This  sliding  scale  bears 
no  relation  to  our  ability  to  pay  nor  to  the  question  of  need. 

Write  your  Congressmen  to  give  full  support  to  the  economic 
and  humanitarian  aspects  of  foreign  aid.  (  Also  write  for  FCNL 
testimony  on  this  matter  given  by  Sumner  A.  Mills.  Clerk  of 
the  Five  Years  Meeting  and  Edward  F.  Snyder.  FCNL  also 
has  available  certain  documentation  on  the  adverse  effects  of 
military  aid). 
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THE  TIDE  OF  HISTORY 

In  of)ening  debate  on  the  civil  rights  bill,  H.R.  6127,  on  June  6, 
Representative  Emanuel  Celler  warned  his  colleagues  that  “we 
can  no  longer  .  .  .  preserve  segregation  against  the  tide  of 
history.”  Thirteen  days  later  the  House  bowed  to  the  tide, 
2H6126. 

Much  of  the  intervening  debate  centered  about  a  proposed 
amendment  providing  trial  by  jury  for  persons  violating  court 
orders  intended  to  protect  voting  and  other  rights  of  United 
States  citizens. 

Civil  rights  proponents  maintained  that  trial  by  jury  is  most 
uncommon  in  contempt  proceedings  and  that  the  insertion  of 
such  a  clause  in  H.R.  6127  would  undermine  the  authority  of 
the  Federal  courts.  Furthermore,  the  proposed  amendment 
would  negate  the  provisions  on  voting  rights:  juries  chosen 
under  H.R.  6127  would  probably  not  be  representative  since 
most  jurors  are  drawn  from  among  those  who  are  eligible  to 
vote,  and  many  Negroes  are  not  on  the  voting  lists.  In  addition, 
those  chosen  for  jury  duty  would  have  difficulty  in  exercising 
fair  judgment  in  civil  rights  cases  which  would  probably  be 
tried  in  an  atmosphere  of  tension. 

Two  attempts  to  add  the  jury  trial  amendment  were  rejected, 
199-167  and  163-141.  A  subsequent  proposal  to  recommit  the 
bill  and  incorporate  the  proposed  amendment  was  also  rejected, 
251-1.38. 

H.R.  6127  has  now  been  placed  on  the  Senate  calendar  and  is 
expected  to  be  debated  in  July.  Under  normal  procedure,  the 
bill  would  have  been  referred  to  the  Senate  Judiciary  Commit¬ 
tee.  That  Committee,  however,  has  kept  comparable  legislation 
bottled  up  for  the  past  five  months,  and  Senate  supporters  of 
civil  rights  objected  to  committing  the  House  bill  to  such  a  fate. 
The  Senate  sustained  their  objection  on  June  20  by  a  vote  of 
4.5-39  and  thus  placed  H.R.  6127  on  the  calendar  where  it  can 
be  called  up  for  debate  by  a  majority  vote. 

I  rge  your  Senator  to  support  H.R.  6127  without  crippling 
amendments. 
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MUTUAL  SECURITY 

On  June  14  the  Senate  approved  by  a  57-25  vote,  S.  2130,  th 
Mutual  Security  Act  of  1957.  This  measure,  which  authorize 
Congress  to  appropriate  funds  for  foreign  aid,  still  must  pas 
the  House.  Then  both  Houses  will  vote  on  actual  appropriations 

The  Senate  cut  S227.3  million  from  the  S3,864.4  million  Ad 
ministration  proposal.  (S200  million  is  from  military  assist 
ance  and  defense  support).  The  Senate  rejected  the  President’ 
request  for  a  continuing  authorization  for  all  foreign  aid  pro 
grams,  but  voted  a  two-year  authorization  for  military  assist 
ance. 

During  the  debate  several  Senators  criticized  the  over-emphasi 
on  military  aid:  “.  .  .  94  percent  of  the  assistance  program  fo 
the  Far  East  is  in  the  form  of  military  assistance  and  defens 
support  .  .  .  this  is  not  a  proper  balance.” — Senator  J.  W.  Ful 
bright.  •  “I  have  been  . . .  disturbed  over  the  overwhelming 
priority  which  has  been  given  to  .  .  .  purely  military  pro 
grams. . .” — Senator  Richard  L.  Neuberger.  •  “I  am  trying  t( 
emphasize  the  fact  that  in  Colorado  the  people  are  more  inter 
ested  in  technical  assistance  and  economic  assistance  than  the) 
are  in  military  assistance  .  .  .  The  question  I  raise  is.  Are  vit 
out  of  balance  with  the  military  hardware?” — Senator  John  A 
Carroll.  •  Senator  Wayne  Morse  in  turn  criticized  the  use  o 
military  aid  to  consolidate  the  position  of  totalitarian  govern 
merits. 

PCNL  is  concerned  over  the  possibility  of  a  cut  in  the  contri 
bution  to  the  UN  Technical  Assistance  program.  Last  yeai 
Congress  ordered  the  current  contribution  of  approximate!) 
49 /f  of  the  L'N  budget  reduced  to  33  1  /  in  fiscal  19.58 
The  Administration  has  asked  that  this  1958  contribution  b( 
set  at  45'/f .  S.  2130  provides  a  sliding  scale  of  459^  in  19.58 
38 /v  in  19.59,  and  33  1  '39^  in  1960.  This  sliding  scale  bear? 
no  relation  to  our  ability  to  pay  nor  to  the  question  of  need, 

Write  your  Congressmen  to  give  full  support  to  the  economic 
and  humanitarian  aspects  of  foreign  aid.  (Also  write  for  FCM 
testimony  on  this  matter  given  by  Sumner  A.  Mills.  Clerk  of 
the  Five  Years  Meeting  and  Edward  F.  Snyder.  FCNL  also 
has  available  certain  documentation  on  the  adverse  effects  of 
military  aidl. 
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